The article describes the specifics of the implementation of cultural policy in ethnic administrative territorial units, and in places of compact residence of indigenous minorities of the Russian North, Siberia, and the Far East. This topic is highly relevant because the analysis of actual implementation of cultural politics has shown that not enough attention is being paid to the ethno-cultural aspects. Existing cultural policy is characterized by an internal contradiction: on the one hand, it facilitates integration of ethnic minorities into the common Russian and global cultural space; on the other, it has to deal with the desire of the minorities themselves to preserve their ethnocultural identity.
Introduction
Russian society is gradually coming to an understanding that, if in future our country wishes to develop as one of the leading nations and an equal member of the global community, we need to protect not only the common Russian culture, but also make our national priority the preservation of cultural diversity of peoples living in Russia, including indigenous minorities of the North, Siberia and Russian Far East.
No other age can compare with our contemporary era in a fast-moving social dynamic. All ethnic groups residing in Russia exist in constant interaction with different social groups and classes, and with each other. They move through the geographical space and experience powerful processes of migration and assimilation. As a result of the constant global and local changes, preserving their ethnic identity and self-identity is a particularly challenging issue for all Russian minorities.
At the same time, people who reside in the close-knit compact areas, cannot isolate themselves within their geographical and cultural landscape: they are vigorously trying to overcome their isolation by entering into intercultural communication not only with the neighboring Russian regions, but also with the foreign states. As a result, we Facets of Culture in the Age of Social Transition perceive a need for a regional cultural policy that would be able to satisfy, as much as possible, ethno-cultural needs not only of the individuals, but also of ethnic minority groups and our entire poly-ethnic state, which Russia has always been throughout its history.
Cultural Policy in Ethnic Administrative Territorial Units
Implementation of cultural policy in ethnic administrative territorial units and in the areas of compact residence of ethnic indigenous minorities requires a special approach. This is due to the fact that, because of their small numbers (less than 50 thousand people) and climatically harsh areas of residence, Northern indigenous minorities find it much more difficult to withstand assimilation and globalization processes compared with the other, more numerous indigenous peoples of Russia. As a result, these minorities usually don't have their own administrative territorial units at a federal level. The In general, total budget required to achieve all declared 2020 target goals for Taimyrsky Dolgano-Nenetsky municipal district, Turukhansky municipal district and Evenkiysky municipal district is 2.2 bn rubles, not including financing the operations of the existing relevant cultural and educational institutions. In current socio-economic situation, this volume of financing is unrealistic, not only in the short term, but also in the long term, since the consolidated annual budget assigned to 'culture' in Krasnoyarsk Krai is, on average, about 10 bn rubles (including all municipal budgets) [4] .
Preserving the Culture of Ethnic Minorities
Turning to the specific cultural practices, here understood as artistic and creative phenomena, which are most the most effective tools in preservation of the ethnic minority cultures, the biggest potential here belongs to the decorative and applied arts. This 
Conclusions
In view of all this, we may say that contemporary Russian state cultural policy regarding ethnic administrative territorial units and in the areas of compact residence of ethnic indigenous minorities takes a design approach that is less concerned with the preservation of ethnic cultures, but rather focuses on achieving median rates of availability based on a number of formal markers (whether there is a House of culture,
a library, what is a seating capacity in the cultural venues, etc.) Even if these these markers are 100% met, it does not always follow that the actual cultural development is achieved (this is true not only regarding indigenous minorities, but all Russian citizens as well). Also, official ethno-cultural markers do not include indicators describing the quality of life of indigenous minorities; however, they do include a lot of various economic and social markers, which are used to assess the effectiveness of the existing governmental system.
In many ways, this situation arises because, when developing the practical approaches to implementing cultural policy in ethnic administrative territorial units and in the areas of compact residence of ethnic indigenous minorities, the opinions and desires of the minorities themselves are disregarded, and the priority is given to the formal median measures. Also, the shortcomings in language policy often lead to the situation where indigenous people either don't speak their own language and only know Russian, or, conversely, they know only their native language and don't speak Russian -which significantly hinders their socialization and the development of an integrated cultural space.
